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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

A. In the Claims 

1. Status of the Claims. Claims 1 - 26 are cancelled. Claims 27 - 38 are new. 

2. Support for Amendments. Support for the limitation of a tubular body with a 
closed distal end and an open proximal end can be found at least on page 25 line 23 - 
page 26 line 1. 

Support for the limitation that the tubular body defines a cavity, where the cavity 
is capable of accepting a penis can be found at least on page 26 line 3. 

Support for the limitation that the tubular body has a thickness of 0.04 inches or 
greater can be found at least on page 26 line 17. 

Support for the limitation of a ring or collar, where the ring or collar is directly 
connected to the tubular body at the open proximal end can be found at least on page 
27 lines 11 - 19. 

Support for the limitation that the walls of the tubular body are elastic can be 
found at least on page 25 line 23. 

Support for the limitation that the tubular body, ring or collar, scrotum strap, and 
inner wall are made from a material comprising silicone rubber can be found at least on 
page 26 lines 7 - 9. 

Support for the limitation that the diameter of the tubular body, when traveling 
from the proximal end to the distal end, first decreases, then increases, and then 
decreases thereby providing a tapered section near the proximal end, whereby a 
passive sexual partner can retain the condom within his or her orifice by means of 
muscle contraction about the tapered section can be found at least on page 31 lines 1 - 
7. 

Support for the limitation of a scrotum strap, where the scrotum strap comprises 
two ends, where at least each of the two ends is directly connected to the ring or collar, 
where the scrotum strap is capable of being stretched around the scrotum of a male 
user can be found at least on page 26 lines 4 - 6. 

Support for the limitation of an inner wall, where the inner wall and tubular body 



7 of 10 



Application No. 10/681,076 
Amendment/Response Dated May 29, 2008 

Reply to Office Action Mailed on February 6, 2008 

define a reservoir, where the reservoir is located at the distal end of the condom, where 
the inner wall is a circumferential piece of the condom with an opening in the middle, 
where the inner wall is funneled toward the distal end of the condom whereby, when 
semen is ejaculated into the reservoir, the funneled direction of the inner wall serves to 
trap at least a portion of the semen within the reservoir can be found at least on page 31 
lines 24 - 28. 

Support for the limitation of a sponge capable of absorbing fluids, whereby said 
sponge is capable of absorbing bodily fluids propelled into the reservoir thereby further 
preventing backflow can be found at least on page 31 line 24 - 28. 

3. Claim Rejections. All objected and rejected claims have been cancelled from 
the application. 

4. New Claims. Claims 27 - 38 are new. 

Claim 27 includes the limitation that the tubular body of the condom have a 
thickness of 0.04 inches or greater. This translates into a thickness of 1 .01 6 mm or 
greater. Claim 28 depends upon claim 27 and is further limiting by having the tubular 
body made from a material comprising silicon rubber. Claim 29, which depends upon 
claim 27, states that the tubular body has a thickness of 0.0625 inches or greater, which 
translates into a thickness of 1 .5875 mm or greater. Claim 30, which depends upon 
claim 27, is further limited by having a tapered section near the proximal end. None of 
the prior art, taken alone or in combination, teaches or suggests a condom with an 
elastic wall that is thicker than 1 mm, much less 1 .5875 mm. Further, none of the prior 
art, taken alone or in combination, teaches or suggests a condom with a thickness of 
more than 1mm that has a tapered section near the proximal end. Therefore, claims 27 
- 30 are not obvious improvements over the prior art. 

Claim 31 is also a thick-walled condom with a thickness of 0.04 inches or greater, 
but also includes a scrotum strap that is directly connected to the ring or collar of the 
condom. Claim 32 depends on claim 31 and is further limited by having the tubular 
body, ring or collar, and scrotum strap made from a material comprising silicone rubber. 
Applicant's scrotum strap is a separate element that is directly connected to the ring or 
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collar of the condom. The strap can be stretched around the scrotum without the 
possibility that the wall of the condom will be torn, ripped, or otherwise made unusable. 
None of the prior art, taken alone or in combination, teach or suggest a thick-walled 
condom that includes a scrotum strap that is directly connected to the ring or collar of 
the condom. Therefore, claims 31 - 32 are not obvious improvements over the prior art. 

Claim 33 is also a thick-walled condom with a thickness of 0.04 inches or greater, 
but also includes an inner wall that defines a reservoir near the distal end of the 
condom. The inner wall acts as a funnel that is able to trap semen that is ejaculated 
into the reservoir. Claim 34 further limits claim 33, where the tubular body and inner wall 
are made from a material comprising silicone rubber. Claim 35 includes a sponge that 
is capable of absorbing fluids within the reservoir of the condom described by claim 33. 
None of the prior art, taken along or in combination, teach or suggest a condom that has 
a reservoir near the distal end with inner walls that act as a funnel to trap semen within 
the reservoir. Therefore, claims 33 - 35 are not obvious improvements over the prior 
art. 

Claim 36 includes the limitations of claims 33 and 31 , and for the reasons stated 
above, is not anticipated by the prior art. Further, claims 36 and 37 are the same as 
claims 34 and 35, except they depend upon claim 36. Therefore, claims 36 - 38 are not 
obvious improvements over the prior art. 
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CONCLUSION 

All of the objections and rejections raised by the Examiner have been addressed 
by Applicant. In view of the amendments to the claims and the remarks submitted 
herein, Applicant submits that all of the claims of record not withdrawn are in condition 
for allowance and respectfully requests that a Notice of Allowance be issued in this case 
in due course. 

If it is felt for any reason that direct communication with Applicant's attorney 
would serve to advance prosecution of this application to allowance, the Examiner is 
invited to contact the undersigned, attorney of record in this case, Todd Langford, Esq., 
at one of the phone numbers or at his e-mail address listed below. 

I certify that this response to the Office Action adds no new matter to the 
application. 

Dated: May 29, 2008 Respectfully Submitted, 

LAW OFFICES OF ERIC HANSCOM 

By /Todd Langford/ 

Todd Langford 

Attorney for Applicant 

USPTO Registration Number 60,709 

Law Offices of Eric Hanscom 
7395 Portage Way 
Carlsbad, CA 92011 

Telephone: (858)518-1088 
Facsimile: (760)494-3014 
Email: Todd@EricHanscom.com 
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